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Notes from the
Clinical Dean
SBCED Clinic client Melissa Eddison (center) harvests crops from the GroW community garden with
members of the GW Student Association .

In spring 2011, when Melissa Eddison
(B.A. ’12) was a junior at GW, she
won the university’s first $10,000 Knapp
Fellowship for Entrepreneurial ServiceLearning. As a senior, Eddison became a
client of the Small Business and Community
Economic Development (SBCED) Clinic.
As President of GW’s Food Justice
Alliance, Eddison helped to manage GW’s
community gardens and to teach the GW
community about growing and composting
food. Since the Food Justice Alliance opened

in 2008, its projects have included cultivating a community garden that donates 80
percent of its crops to a local soup kitchen;
bringing bee hives to the Mount Vernon
campus; and teaching people about healthy,
sustainable food. This year, the SBCED
Clinic helped Eddison in her quest to bring
healthy, sustainable food to the GW campus.
Drawing on her deep background in
issues of sustainable agriculture and food
sovereignty, Eddison presented an innovative business model for the creation
continued on page 7

By Phyllis Goldfarb
Associate Dean for Clinical Affairs

Law schools face the challenging
task of preparing students to enter
a legal profession that is undergoing
profound changes. Clinical education plays
a significant role in enabling law schools
to meet this challenge. The generalizability
of the skills that clinical education imparts
and the sense of professional purpose that
clinical education develops can aid new
lawyers as they enter a changing profession.
The welcome irony of clinical education
is that by serving others’ needs, law students
often discover that their own needs are
met as well.
continued on page 22
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Federal Judge Pauley Visits Clinics

The Honorable William H. Pauley III spoke with clinic students.

In November 2011, the Honorable
William H. Pauley III, U.S. District
Judge for the Southern District of New York,
stopped by the Jacob Burns Community
Legal Clinics to address clinic students.
Judge Pauley’s talk was titled “Advocacy and
Adjudication: A Judge’s Perspective.” After

his presentation to the clinics, Judge
Pauley served as a judge in the semi-final
round of the Law School’s Van Vleck
Moot Court competition.
Judge Pauley regaled clinic students with
stories of the history of the federal court
in the Southern District of New York, which

dates back to the 1700s; contrasted it with
the present court that hears thousands of
cases each year; and offered his insights
on what constitutes quality lawyering and
advocacy. He emphasized the importance
of good writing in making persuasive arguments, describing the qualities that create
effective legal writing. He also addressed the
elements of effective oral advocacy, highlighting the need for lawyers to tell engaging
stories—through witnesses and arguments—
during the presentation of their cases. At
the reception that followed, clinic students
and faculty had the opportunity to speak
with Judge Pauley in an informal setting
about the ideas he had shared.
For students in the Jacob Burns
Community Legal Clinics, Judge Pauley’s
observations provided a unique opportunity
to obtain a judicial perspective on how to
frame and develop legal arguments. Judge
Pauley’s presentation perfectly complemented the lessons that clinic students learn
through their public service lawyering on
clinical projects and cases.

Phyllis Goldfarb Wins Major National Award

Dean Phyllis Goldfarb received CLEA’s 2012
Outstanding Advocate for Clinical Teachers Award.

The Clinical Legal Education
Association (CLEA), a national
organization of clinical educators that seeks
to integrate clinical teaching methods into
legal education and promote excellence
in clinical teaching and scholarship, has
named Associate Dean for Clinical Affairs
Phyllis Goldfarb the winner of its 2012
Outstanding Advocate for Clinical Teachers
Award. The award recognizes an individual
who has shown commitment to the field of
clinical legal education, has contributed to
its advancement, and has fostered a spirit
of community.
The award was presented to Dean
Goldfarb in Los Angeles on May 3, 2012, at
the Association of American Law School’s
Conference on Clinical Legal Education.

Letters supporting the dean’s nomination
for the award came from colleagues, both
clinical and non-clinical, at GW Law and
Boston College, where she taught until
2007. She also received letters of support
from other professional colleagues and from
many former students whom she mentored,
including some who are now teaching. The
esteem in which she is held was summed up
by Professor Tony Amsterdam of New York
University Law School, who described “the
renown that Phyllis enjoys in the national
clinical teaching community for a powerful
combination of imaginative thinking,
practical sophistication, technical excellence,
and resourcefulness in advocacy and in
teaching advocacy.”
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One of the goals of the Friedman
Fellowship program is to provide
a training ground and launching pad
for young lawyers interested in clinical
teaching careers. Although the clinical
teaching market is competitive, this goal
has begun to be realized.
Annie B. Smith served as a 2009-11
Friedman Fellow, splitting her time between the Public Justice Advocacy Clinic
and the International Human Rights
Clinic. In 2011-12, she served as a Visiting
Professor, directing the International
Human Rights Clinic during Professor
Arturo Carrillo’s sabbatical. In 2012-13,
she will begin a tenure-track clinical
teaching position at the University of
Arkansas—Fayetteville, teaching a civil
litigation clinic.
Amanda Spratley served in the inaugural class of 2008-10 Friedman Fellows,
serving as the first fellow in the Small
Business and Community Economic
Development Clinic. In 2012-13, she will
begin a tenure-track clinical teaching position at the University of Massachusetts—
Dartmouth, opening a community
economic development clinic.
During their time in the GW Law clinical program, Smith and Spratley acquired
abundant experience in clinical teaching
and the supervision of law students on
clinical cases and projects. (Professor Bob
Tuttle also gave Smith the opportunity to
teach one of his property classes in spring
2011). Through the Friedman Fellowship
program, Smith and Spratley also were
enrolled for two years in Dean Phyllis
Goldfarb’s course, Clinical Teaching and
Scholarship, as part of their LL.M. studies.
Under the mentorship of Dean Goldfarb
and other clinical faculty, they identified and developed LL.M. thesis topics

CLINICAL PERSPECTIVES

Friedman
Fellows
Land Clinical
Teaching
Positions

The 2009 Friedman Fellows (pictured left to right): Vanessa Batters, Jenelle Williams, Amanda Spratley,
Anastasia Boutsis, Annie Smith, and Juliana Russo

that served as the basis of their scholarly
presentations during law school interview
processes. This combination of experiences
proved invaluable as they entered the
clinical teaching market. Smith commented that she is “grateful for the tremendous
opportunities offered by the Friedman
Fellowship and for the guidance and support of Dean Goldfarb and other faculty.”
Smith’s involvement in the International Human Rights Clinic included
co-directing the clinic’s Anti-Trafficking
Project, through which she worked with
clinic students on a major federal lawsuit
filed on behalf of 18 plaintiffs. The plaintiffs had been brought from the Philippines
to the United States by employers who held
them in near-servitude conditions. Smith’s
clinic work on behalf of guest workers
who are trafficking survivors highlighted
a number of issues that now form the basis
of a research agenda that she will pursue as
a clinical professor. Through her Arkansas
civil clinic, she hopes to continue her
advocacy on behalf of low-wage workers
and the immigrant community.
When Spratley was a Friedman Fellow
in the Small Business and Community
Economic Development Clinic, she worked
with Professor Susan Jones and clinic
students on a variety of issues relevant
to support for visual and performing
artists. With Professor Jones’ encourage-

ment, Spratley chose to write her LL.M.
thesis in this field. Dean Goldfarb assisted
her in bringing her thesis to completion
and readying it for publication. Amanda’s
thesis, “Connecting Law and Creativity,”
was published in the Hastings Business Law
Journal (volume 8, issue 2, spring 2012).
This article is the first in the research portfolio that Spratley will present when she
applies for tenure as a clinical professor.
Dean Goldfarb expressed delight
that the Friedman Fellowship program,
although only a few years old, has begun
to realize its aspirations of preparing its
graduates for fulfilling careers in clinical
teaching and public interest law. “We’re
optimistic that this is the beginning of
a surge,” she observed, adding that “Annie
and Amanda are inspiring ambassadors
of the Friedman Fellowship program,
and we wish them long and satisfying
careers at the intersection of lawyering
and academia.”
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Clinic Makes
New Law in
Maryland on
“CSI Effect”
The Federal, Criminal, and Appellate
Clinic (FAC) recently broke important new ground in the constitutional law
of criminal trial procedure. In August 2011
in Atkins v. State, a case litigated by FAC,
Maryland’s highest court found constitutional error in a trial judge’s decision to give
a “CSI instruction” to a jury.
CSI, short for Crime Scene Investigation,
is a popular television series that portrays
characters who are investigators using techniques of forensic science to solve crimes.
In recent years, stories have appeared in the
media that claim trial jurors are now subject
to the “CSI effect,” which makes it harder
for the state to obtain convictions because
jurors have unrealistic expectations about
the availability of forensic evidence. To combat this supposed problem, prosecutors in
Maryland and other jurisdictions had begun
requesting trial judges to give a so-called
“CSI instruction,” informing the jury that
there is “no requirement for the state
to use any specific investigative technique
or scientific test” to prove its case.
In 2007, FAC challenged a CSI instruction in one of its appellate cases. Under
the supervision of Professor Anne Olesen,
Cecelia Wagner (J.D. ’08) as lead counsel
and Elizabeth Dowd (J.D. ’08) as co-counsel
argued that the instruction diluted the
prosecution’s burden of proof, suggesting
that the absence of forensic evidence cannot
constitute reasonable doubt. Although FAC
did not prevail in the 2007 case, Professor
Olesen saw an opportunity to challenge the
instruction again when, in 2009, FAC was
assigned to the case of Atkins v. State.
In 2008, Amardo Atkins was tried for
assault after a fight in Montgomery County,
Maryland. At trial, Atkins claimed that he
was attacked by three people and that he
had used his pocket knife to defend himself,
stabbing one of his assailants. The prosecution claimed that Atkins was the aggressor,

Professor Anne Olesen with Justin Sacks, a student in the 2007-08 class that litigated the first CSI case.

admitting into evidence a large knife that
police had found in his home. The police
had conducted no forensic tests linking the
knife to the fight or to the victim’s wounds.
The defense argued that there was no
evidence that Atkins had used the large
knife during the altercation.
At the conclusion of the trial, the prosecutor requested a CSI instruction. The judge
complied, telling the jury, in effect, that the
state did not need to conduct scientific tests
on the knife. On the basis of conflicting
testimony and despite the lack of evidence
connecting the large knife to the fight or to
the victim’s injuries, Atkins was convicted.
During the fall semester 2009, FAC
was appointed to Atkins’ case. Amanda
Biggerstaff (J.D.’10) as lead counsel and Ben
Welikson (J.D. ’10) as co-counsel briefed
and argued Atkins’ appeal before the
Maryland Court of Special Appeals, raising
among other issues, that the judge should
not have given the CSI instruction. Although
the clinic had lost this issue in 2007,
Professor Olesen and Friedman Fellow Kelly
Knepper-Stephens saw the Atkins case presenting a strong record for overturning the
previous ruling and changing the law. When
the Court of Special Appeals, Maryland’s
intermediate appellate court, rejected FAC’s
argument in the Atkins case and upheld
the CSI instruction, the stage was set for
Maryland’s highest court to decide the issue.
In summer 2010, FAC filed a petition
for certiorari with the Maryland Court
of Appeals. The court granted certiorari.

Visiting Professor Knepper-Stephens, who
stayed after her fellowship to direct FAC
during Professor Anne Olesen’s sabbatical, briefed and argued the case. In August
2011, the Court of Appeals adopted FAC’s
argument, overturning the judgment of the
intermediate court.
The Court of Appeals held that the trial
judge had violated Atkins’ constitutional
right to an impartial jury. According to the
majority, by telling the jury that the government did not have to conduct any scientific
testing of the evidence, the trial court had
relieved the prosecution of its burden to
prove guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. The
Court of Appeals also noted that the “high
and authoritative” position of trial judges
means that they need to use abundant
caution when commenting on specific
pieces of evidence.
After several years of litigation, FAC
had succeeded not only in giving Atkins
a new trial but also in changing the law
in Maryland to limit the use of CSI instructions. Thanks to the efforts of a committed
group of clinical students and faculty, the
CSI instruction is no longer used in criminal
trials across the state. The case helped to
preserve both the right of criminal defendants to fair and impartial juries and the
requirement that prosecutors meet their
burden of proof beyond a reasonable doubt.
For students in the clinic, Atkins provided
a vivid lesson in how to create legal change
that they will long remember.

Vélez v. Colombia denounces grave HUMAN rights ABUSES committed against a journalist and his
family in the late 1990s by Colombian security forces

Professor Arturo Carrillo with clients
Richard Vélez and Sara Román

On February 24, 2012, Professor
Arturo Carrillo, Director of the
International Human Rights Clinic (IHRC),
litigated the case of Luís Gonzalo “Richard”
Vélez Restrepo and Family v. Colombia, at
a public hearing before the Inter-American
Court of Human Rights in San Jose, Costa
Rica. The Velez case marked the first
time that the IHRC had appeared before
this regional human rights tribunal.
Initially filed in 2005, the case seeks justice for a Colombian cameraman, Richard
Vélez, and his family. On August 29, 1996,
after filming human rights abuses by the
Colombian Army during its suppression of

a large public demonstration, Mr. Velez was
attacked and beaten by soldiers who attempted to seize the videotape from his camera.
He was subsequently persecuted, receiving
death threats and escaping an attempt on his
life, for airing this video footage and seeking
legal recourse for his injuries. This persecution forced Mr. Vélez and his family into
exile in 1997. They received political asylum
in the United States.
“GW Clinic students and I have been
litigating this case on behalf of Mr. Vélez
and his family since the GW International
Human Rights Clinic was founded in 2004,”
said Professor Carrillo. “To make it to the
Inter-American Court and have the clients
tell their story to impartial international
judges after seven years of litigation is very
exciting. The impunity in this case is appalling, and this is their only chance of having
justice done.”
Two student-attorneys who worked on
the case, Alexandra Sanchez (J.D. ’11) and
Mark de Barros (J.D. ‘12), reported that their
experience in representing the Velez family
was personally and professionally rewarding.
In de Barros’ words, it was “an experience
unlike any other I have had in law school.”
De Barros explained that the lessons he
learned about case preparation, collaboration, creative legal thinking, mastery of facts,
litigation strategy, and relationships with

clients were “priceless,” and that the “passion
and strength” of the Velez family was “humbling and motivating.”
In the Inter-American human rights system, the public hearing before the Court is a
cross between an evidentiary hearing and an
oral argument. Witnesses and experts first
present their testimony through examination
and cross-examination. After the judges
have had a chance to question the witnesses
and experts directly, the parties’ attorneys
present their closing arguments and respond
to questioning by the judges.
After completing the hearing in February,
the IHRC filed a final written brief in late
March. A final judgment from the Court is
expected later this year. There is no appeal.
The Inter-American Commission on
Human Rights, which hears cases in
Washington, DC, referred the case to the
Court in Costa Rica on March 2, 2011. The
referral resulted from the commission’s
finding that Colombia had not substantially
complied with the recommendations contained in its confidential merits report,
issued in 2011. The report, with detailed
information on the case, can be found at
www.cidh.oas.org/demandas/12.658eng.pdf.
Funding for litigation expenses in the case
has been provided by Microsoft as part of its
support for the Global Internet Freedom and
Human Rights project at GW Law School.

Many Thanks!
Our Student Advisory Council helps with many things including content for the
newsletter. Many thanks to the 2011-12 team (some of whom are pictured to the left).
The Clinics’ 2011-12 Student Advisory Council was staffed by: Corrie Brite, Caleb
Dulis, Diane Eikenberry, Sarah Goodman, Athena Hemphill, Katerina Herodotou,
Nesta Johnson, Leah Mahoney, Beverly Mbu, Kevin Meehan and Kathrene Perakis.

CLINICAL PERSPECTIVES

IHRC Litigates Freedom of Expression Case
Before Inter-American Court of Human
Rights in Costa Rica
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CliniCs BuiLding Renovations Underway

Our temporary home at 1919 Pennsylvania Ave., NW.

Renovations are underway at the G Street home of the Clinics.

NORTH ELEVATION

EAST ELEVATION
PERKINS

2 0 0 0 - 2 0 0 4 G S T R E E T , Artist’s
N W renderings of the Clinics buildings after renovation.W I L L
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J a n u a r y 17, 2 011
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For the 2011-12 academic year,
the Jacob Burns Community Legal
Clinics operated from rented office space
at 1919 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, two
blocks from the Law School’s main campus
and four blocks from the White House.
We will remain in temporary quarters
until summer 2013, when we are slated to
return to 2000 G Street, NW. By that time,
our former location will have been
utterly transformed.
For several years, the clinics occupied
one townhouse at 2000 G Street, NW. In
2009, the clinics expanded into an adjacent
townhouse at 2002 G Street, NW. In 2013,
the clinics will occupy a third townhouse as
well. Although the exteriors of the historic
townhouses will be fully preserved, the
interiors will be enlarged, updated, and
reconfigured to meet our expanding clinical
program’s needs.
Walls will be removed so that the three
townhouses will function on the inside as
a single cohesive space. Excavation will create a large floor below ground, with skylights
above. Clients and visitors will enter from
20th Street into a spacious reception area.
We will have more clinic classrooms, more
conference rooms, and more student work
areas. Instead of long, narrow staircases,
we will have newly installed elevators.
We are excited to return to our offices
once the renovations are complete. In 2013,
we hope to inaugurate our renovated
quarters with a celebration of not just our
new digs but also the 40th Anniversary of
shalom baranes associates architects
the founding of the GW Clinics. We hope
ELE VATIONS A10
that many of you will be able to join us for
these happy events. Stay tuned!

continued from page 1

In the fall semester, students helped
Funkstown apply for a trademark, provided
assistance with contracts, and analyzed the
tax ramifications of staffing Funkstown
with volunteer help. In the spring semester,
as Eddison’s graduation approached, clinic
students worked with two undergraduates,
Haley Burns (B.A. ’15) and Julia Wagner
(B.A. ’15), whom Eddison authorized as her
representatives to carry her plan forward.
Eddison is enthusiastic about the prospect of educating the GW community about
the politics and ecology of healthy food. As
Eddison remarked, “Half the people here
are going to turn into the policy makers of
our country and it’s extremely important to
me that they have a healthy understanding
of what sustainable food means so that our
food system can move in a different direction for the next generation.”
Students in the SBCED Clinic are also
enthusiastic about the opportunity to help
advance this project and to provide assistance to the university and its enterprising undergraduates, who are determined to
improve the quality of life for us all.

The Eric Scott Sirulnik Fund
If you would like to support the Jacob Burns Community Legal Clinics, we invite you to make
a donation to the Eric Scott Sirulnik Community Legal Clinic Fund. Established in 2003
by David Webster (LL.B. ’64) to honor Professor Sirulnik’s longstanding dedication to GW
Law’s clinical program, the fund is open to receive donations from GW alumni and other
friends of the clinics. Your support will enhance the ability of the Jacob Burns Community
Legal Clinics to educate clinical students as they provide legal services to people who
need them.
To find out more about the Eric Scott Sirulnik Community Legal Clinic Fund or to
inquire about making a donation, please contact John Cole, Director of Development,
at 202.994.7860 or jcole@law.gwu.edu.
Professor Eric Sirulnik
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of a GW Student Food Co-operative, now
named Funkstown, at a Service-Learning
Symposium held on campus in April 2011.
Envisioning Funkstown as a nonprofit,
student-run co-operative featuring local
food produced by sustainable agricultural
practices, Eddison’s proposal was selected
as the winning project from an impressive
array of 35 other entrants. The competition,
endowed by University President Steven
Knapp and Diane Robinson Knapp, encourages GW students, who work under the
guidance of a GW faculty member, to design
research and action projects that can make a
significant difference in the lives of others.
Eddison’s proposal for a local food co-op
was chosen as the competition’s winner by
Provost Steven Lerman after he received
recommendations from a committee that included representatives from the GW Center
for Civic Engagement and Public Service.
When Associate Dean for Clinical Affairs
Phyllis Goldfarb, who serves as a member
of the university’s Advisory Committee
to the Center for Civic Engagement and
Public Service, learned that Eddison needed
legal assistance to help bring her project to
fruition, Dean Goldfarb referred her to the
SBCED Clinic.

In fall 2011, the SBCED Clinic chose
Funkstown as a client. The clinic, taught by
Professor Susan Jones and Friedman Fellow
Jacqueline Lainez, provides legal assistance
to microbusinesses, like Funkstown, that
aim to help the community. During their
intake process, clinic students learned that
Funkstown, an organization that includes
current GW undergraduates as well as recent
graduates, is supported by a GW student
group called Friends of Funkstown and hosts
a blog at http://gwfoodcoop.org.
Once the SBCED Clinic decided to represent Funkstown, clinic students were tasked
with providing a variety of legal services.
These services involved issues such as choice
of entity, trademark and intellectual property, employment matters, and contracts
surrounding the selection of an appropriate
space in Foggy Bottom.
Originally, the co-op planned to use
a substantially subsidized space in Foggy
Bottom that contained a commercial
kitchen. With that space, Funkstown would
have been able to fulfill its original goal of
becoming both a food store and an urban
café. Ultimately, however, the desired space
proved nonviable. With no commercial
kitchen available, clinic students worked
with Eddison to reconceive Funkstown as a
bulk-buying local food business.
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Clinic Students Educated About Trauma

Visiting Professor Annie B. Smith (right) with psychologist Karen Hanscom, who led the discussion on trauma.

Lawyers often have clients who have
experienced trauma. Lawyers can
more effectively serve those clients when
they understand the impact of trauma.
Recently, student-attorneys in the Jacob
Burns Community Legal Clinics had the
opportunity to learn about how trauma can
affect the clients they represent and how
it can secondarily affect them as attorneys.
During the spring semester, psychologist Karen Hanscom, Executive Director
of Advocates for Survivors of Torture and
Trauma, visited the clinics to share her
expertise on issues of trauma, secondary
trauma, and self-care. Having counseled
trauma survivors for more than 20 years,
Dr. Hanscom provides trainings around
the world on working with people who
have suffered torture and trauma. For
these efforts, the American Psychological
Association recognized her as the
International Humanitarian of the Year.
Visiting Professor Annie Smith and
Friedman Fellow Shana Tabak arranged
for Dr. Hanscom to address students in
the International Human Rights Clinic
(IHRC), but they opened her presentation
to the entire clinic community. Before Dr.
Hanscom’s presentation, students in the

IHRC read about trauma and the potential
challenges of providing legal representation
to clients who have experienced trauma.
They also wrote about their own experiences
with trauma and their concerns about
working with trauma survivors.
During her presentation, Dr. Hanscom
responded directly to students’ concerns,
offering useful guidance and insights. She
taught students what trauma is and what
trauma does. For example, she counseled
that trauma may affect clients’ abilities
to remember details of important events,
influencing perceptions of their credibility
as witnesses. She explained trauma’s
psychological and physiological effects, its
impact on an attorney’s ability to represent
a client effectively, and the possibility
for re-traumatization.
While these subjects are complex and
weighty, Dr. Hanscom offered students
practical advice. For example, she suggested
that students might let a traumatized client
decide how to order the topics for discussion
or even where to sit in an interview room,
as a means of enhancing the client’s sense
of power. She also offered guidance on when
and how to refer clients for mental
health treatment.

Elliott Daniels (J.D. ’13), a student in
the IHRC, remarked that his clinic work
on human trafficking litigation had shown
him that “[t]orture and extreme trauma
affect our clients emotionally, cognitively,
and behaviorally, and they affect our attorney-client relationship by fracturing clients’
abilities to trust us and develop a sense
of safety. In order to represent our clients
well, it is critical that we as attorneys learn
how to respond—and how not to respond—
to clients dealing with the effects of torture
and trauma.”
In addition to learning how to be
sensitive to clients’ needs, students received
help in identifying and avoiding secondary
trauma, gaining an understanding of the
importance of and methods for taking care
of themselves when they are involved in
emotionally intense work. Given the nature
of public service lawyering in the clinics
and beyond, the clinical faculty hope that
programs such as these will help cultivate
students’ capacities to undertake the
challenges of lawyering on behalf of people
in need.

Clinical
perspectives
Clinical Perspectives is published
by the Jacob Burns Community
Legal Clinics at The George
Washington University Law School.
Questions or comments
should be sent to:
Phyllis Goldfarb
pgoldfarb@law.gwu.edu
202.994.7463
George Washington
University Law School
Jacob Burns Community
Legal Clinics
2000 H Street, NW
Washington, DC 20052
www.law.gwu.edu

OUR 2011-13 FRIEDMAN FELLOWS
In summer 2011, the Jacob Burns Community Legal Clinics welcomed
four new Friedman Fellows. The fellows come to GW Law from
a wide variety of legal backgrounds and will spend two academic years
in residence in our clinics. Highlights of the legal careers of our new
fellows, who join our 2010-12 Friedman Fellows Shana Tabak and
Jacqueline Lainez, are as follows:
Nancy Craig comes to the Friedman Fellowship program from Crowell
& Moring, LLP, where she maintained an active pro bono caseload while
practicing labor, employment, and international law. As a Friedman
Fellow, Craig assists Professor Jeffrey Gutman in the Public Justice
Advocacy Clinic, in which students represent clients primarily on employment law matters such as unemployment compensation and wage-hour cases. Craig is an alumna of GW Law, where she was a Dean’s Fellow, a member of the George Washington
Law Review, and graduated with highest honors and Order of the Coif. She is also an alumna of the Jacob Burns Community
Legal Clinics, serving as a student in both the Domestic Violence Clinic and the International Human Rights Clinic. Indeed,
upon her law school graduation, Craig received the Richard C. Lewis Memorial Award for her extraordinary dedication to the
clinics and her clients. That dedication continues today.
Wyatt Feeler specializes in criminal defense. Before joining Professor Anne Olesen in the Federal, Criminal and Appellate
Clinic (FAC), Feeler was a Soros Justice Fellow with the Capital Punishment Project of the American Civil Liberties Union,
representing clients appealing capital convictions and death sentences. While serving in that position, Feeler also developed
training materials on death penalty voir dire for capital defense attorneys in multiple states. He graduated cum laude
from Georgetown University Law Center, where he served as a student-attorney in the Criminal Justice Clinic; became
a Senior Articles Editor for the Georgetown Immigration Law Journal; and worked with the Georgia Capital Defender, the
Public Defender Service for the District of Columbia, and the Capital Area Immigrants’ Rights Coalition.
Caroline Rogus has great familiarity with the family court system in the District of Columbia. She brings the benefit of her
experience in family law practice to the students in the Family Justice Litigation Clinic, directed by Professor Laurie Kohn.
Before her arrival as a Friedman Fellow in the Jacob Burns Community Legal Clinics, Rogus was an Associate at Wilmer Hale,
LLP in Washington, where she maintained an active pro bono practice that included family law cases. She also served as a
domestic violence attorney and guardian ad litem with the DC Volunteer Lawyers Project and as a Law Fellow at the National
Women’s Law Center. She has clerked for both the Honorable R. Barclay Surrick of the U.S. District Court for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania and the Honorable Carol A. Dalton of the District of Columbia Superior Court. She is a cum laude
graduate of the University of Pennsylvania Law School, where she was the Symposium Editor of the Journal of Constitutional
Law and a student in the Custody and Support Assistance Clinic. Rogus is the recipient of The National Law Journal’s 2005
Pro Bono Award.
Anne Smetak brings her extensive background in affordable housing and the DC poverty law community to students in
the new Neighborhood Law and Policy Clinic, directed by Professor Jessica Steinberg. Before becoming a Friedman Fellow,
Smetak worked as an attorney for the Washington Legal Clinic for the Homeless, where she led the Affordable Housing
Initiative. In that role, she undertook litigation and policy advocacy at all levels to maintain and expand affordable housing
in the District of Columbia. In recognition of her tireless efforts, Smetak was awarded the 2010 Housing Justice Network
Award, which recognizes the emergence of impressive new talent in the field of affordable housing. Smetak graduated with
highest honors from GW Law and was a member of the Order of the Coif. She was also an editor of the George Washington
Law Review and a student in the DC Law Students in Court clinical program. Before law school, she worked as a financial loan
officer for the Housing Assistance Council here in Washington, where she helped rural nonprofits use loans to create affordable housing. After graduating from law school, she worked as an associate for Goodwin Procter, LLP (formerly Shea & Gardner).
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SELECTED PRESENTATIONS AND PUBLICATIONS
Dean Goldfarb and Visiting Professor Annie
Smith, with Caliandra Lanza-Weil, Student
Director of the Jacob Burns Community
Legal Clinics, and Manal Tellawi, a student
in the International Human Rights Clinic,
addressed a visiting delegation of law
deans, faculty, and students from two Iraqi
law schools, University of Baghdad College
of Law and Dhi Qar College of Law in
Nasiriyah, Iraq. Tellawi addressed the Iraqi
delegation in Arabic, their native tongue.

Professor Arturo Carrillo

Professor Arturo Carrillo coauthored “Re-imagining the Human
Rights Law Clinic” (26 Maryland Journal
of International Law Review 80, 2011).
The Supreme Court of Mexico published
Professor Carrillo’s article “Diferencias entre
las clínicas de servicios jurídicos gratuitos
y las clínicas de interés público y derechos
humanos [Differences between legal services
clinics and public interest/human rights
clinics in Latin America]” in Clínicas de
derechos humanos: Una alternativa para la
educación jurídica y la sociedad (2011). In
February 2012, at the University of Valencia
Law School in Valencia, Spain, Professor
Carrillo gave two public lectures, one on litigating cases in the Inter-American Human
Rights system and the other on Human
Rights and the Internet.
In December 2011, at the University del
Rosario in Bogota, Colombia, Professor
Carrillo presented a lecture on Human
Rights and the Internet. In July, 2011,
Professor Carrillo presented with his
co-author Nicolás Espejo their paper “ReImagining the Human Rights Law Clinic”
at the Sixth Global Alliance for Justice
Education (GAJE) Worldwide Conference
held at the University of Valencia Law
School, in Valencia, Spain.

Dean Phyllis Goldfarb

In September, 2011, Dean Phyllis
Goldfarb spoke to a delegation of
Egyptian lawyers and professors at a meeting organized by the Protection Project,
addressing the role of legal clinics in criminal defense cases that follow from popular
uprisings. In October 2011, Dean Goldfarb
presented a paper titled “Back to the Future
of Clinical Legal Education” at a law review
symposium held at Boston College Law
School. It was later published (32 Boston
College Journal of Law & Social Justice 279,
2012). She co-authored “Re-vision Quest: A
Law School Guide to Designing Experiential
Courses Involving Real Lawyering” (56 New
York Law Review 517, 2011-12). At GW Law,

Professor Susan Jones with Rachelle Browne, Associate
General Counsel at the Smithsonian Institution.

In November 2011, Professor Susan
Jones spoke at a GW summit on job
creation in Washington, DC, advocating for
job creation, self-employment, and workerowned cooperatives for formerly incarcerated persons returning to DC neighborhoods.
Professor Jones co-authored (with Shirley
J. Jones) “Innovative Approaches to Public
Service Through Institutionalized Action
Research: Reflections from Law and Social
Work” (33 University of Arkansas Little Rock
Law Review 377, 2011).
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Professors Laurie Kohn and Joan Meier

In November 2011, Professor Joan
Meier presented “Developments in
the Law of Domestic Violence in the United
States” to delegates from China at an event
organized by the ABA Rule of Law Initiative
and UNICEF Study Tour. In October 2011,
Professor Meier spoke on “Problems with
Child Protection in the Family Courts” at
a Congressional briefing on the effects of
domestic violence on children. In September
2011, at a domestic violence seminar at the
University of Akron, Professor Meier gave
the keynote address titled “Distinguishing
Different Types of Domestic Violence:
Promise or Peril?”

In fall 2011, Professor Laurie Kohn
conducted a training program on
interviewing, confidentiality, and conflicts
of interest for students involved in GW
Law’s pro bono program. In January, 2012,
Professor Kohn served as a commentator at
the Feminist Legal Theory Conference held
at GW. She co-authored the 2011 edition of
Litigating Protection Order Cases, a practice
manual used by attorneys litigating domestic
violence cases in the DC courts.

In October 2011, Visiting Professor
Annie Smith spoke to delegates
from Russia on a panel titled “Legal
Aid to Trafficking Victims in the U.S.,”
which was organized by the ABA’s Rule
of Law Initiative.

Professor Peter Meyers published
“Fixing the Flaws in the Federal
Vaccine Injury Compensation Program” (63
Administrative Law Review 785, 2011).

Friedman Fellow Shana Tabak
published “False Dichotomies of
Transitional Justice: Gender, Conflict and
Combatants in Colombia” (44 NYU Journal
of International Law & Politics 103, 2011).
In September 2011, Tabak presented the
paper “The Untapped Legitimacy Potential
of Transitional Justice within Ongoing
Conflict” at the Clinical Law Review
Writers’ Workshop held at New York
University Law School. In January 2012,
she presented the paper “Creating Reality
with a Word: Genocide and Group Rights”
at a conference titled Violence, Memory,
and Human Rights held at the University
of South Florida in Tampa.

This spring, Friedman Fellow
Jacqueline Lainez presented “Tax
Issues for Small Business Owners” to the
Latino Economic Development Corporation
in Washington, DC. In January, Lainez
gave a talk on “Legal Issues in Social
Entrepreneurship” at the annual conference
of the U.S. Association for Small Business
and Entrepreneurship in New Orleans.

Inaugural Friedman Fellow
Amanda Spratley published her
LL.M. thesis, “Connecting Law and
Creativity” in the Hastings Business Law
Journal (vol. 8, issue 2, spring, 2012).

Visiting Professor Annie B. Smith

Professor Peter Meyers
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Domestic Violence Project, and
Domestic Violence Legal Empowerment
and Appeals Project
Students in the Domestic Violence
Project (DVP) are working with survivors of domestic violence, along with other
advocates and lawyers, on a spectrum of
activities ranging from direct client service
to legislative work in the U.S. Congress on
the Violence Against Women Act. Some
student-attorneys are specializing in work
with Asian-Pacific communities; some are
focusing on teen dating violence; and others
are participating in Domestic Violence Legal
Empowerment and Appeals Project’s (DV
LEAP) appellate work around the country,
including drafting appellate briefs on the
impact of the Hague Convention on victims
of abuse, on the sanctioning of a battered
woman for calling 911, and on current litigation in the District of Columbia concerning

the enforcement of protection orders. DV
LEAP’s student-attorneys also are engaged
in reviewing potential Supreme Court
cases, identifying and evaluating empirical research on the impact of a finding of
“parental alienation syndrome” on custody
awards, and a variety of other projects.
In December 2012, DV LEAP, directed
by Professor Joan Meier, convened an
interdisciplinary team of experts who are
involved in addressing the problem of
protective parents fighting in family court
for the custody of their children. As part
of a training project funded by a grant
to DV LEAP from the Office on Violence
Against Women, the experts consulted on
the development of an effective training
program on custody and abuse issues for

judges, attorneys, advocates, and custody
evaluators. Drawing from the ideas developed at the December meeting, DV LEAP
is already conducting trainings of lawyers,
advocates, mental health professionals,
and judges across the country.
DV LEAP’s amicus brief was cited in
the dissenting opinion (written by Justice
Stephen Breyer) in Florence v. Board
of Chosen Freeholders of the County of
Burlington et. al., the Supreme Court’s recent
decision upholding a general suspicionless
strip search policy. DV LEAP’s amicus brief
argued that a strip search, while disturbing
for anyone who is subjected to it, is particularly harmful for victims of domestic
violence because a search that invasive can
often re-traumatize these victims.

FAMILY JUSTICE LITIGATION CLINIC

Faculty and students in a Family Justice Litigation Clinic class.

The Family Justice Litigation Clinic,
taught by Professor Laurie Kohn,
Friedman Fellow Caroline Rogus, and
Professor Emerita Joan Strand, gives
third-year law students the opportunity
to navigate the fields of family law and
domestic violence. Students in the clinic
address issues of divorce, property distribution, child custody, and the establishment of
parentage. Students also represent clients in
civil protection order (CPO) cases to protect
their clients from domestic violence.
Students have provided top-quality
legal services to clients in a wide variety of
cases. At the outset of the year, Shannon
Pitsch (J.D. ’12) and Katie Demedis (J.D.
’12) represented a client in a multi-day trial
dealing with paternity and child support.
Katie Thompson (J.D. ’12) and Danielle Ryan
(J.D. ’12) went to trial on behalf of a father

Goodman, Shannon Pitsch, and Katie
Demedis won civil protection orders (CPOs)
for their clients, some of them including custody provisions. In each case, the students
prepared for CPO hearings over the course
of approximately two weeks by investigating the cases, subpoenaing evidence and
witnesses, crafting opening statements and
closing arguments, preparing direct and
cross examinations, and developing a negotiation strategy. While full hearings were
conducted in some of these cases, in others
the student-attorneys were able to negotiate
consent CPOs.

In addition to such representation,
students in the clinic volunteered at the
Self-Help Center of the DC Superior Court.
Through this volunteer effort, clinic students
supervised by Professor Emerita Joan Strand
assisted individuals who do not have their
own attorneys with the daunting task of
preparing court documents for filing in
the DC Superior Court. The documents
concerned issues such as child support, child
custody, and divorce. Students also provided
legal information to pro se litigants in child
support cases.

FEDERAL, CRIMINAL, AND APPELLATE CLINIC

Professor Anne Olesen (center) and Friedman Fellow Wyatt Feeler (right) work with FAC students
Michele Blackwell and Derek Hammond (both J.D. ‘12).

The Federal, Criminal, and Appellate
Clinic (FAC), taught by Professor
Anne Olesen and Friedman Fellow Wyatt
Feeler, provides third-year students the
opportunity to engage in criminal appellate representation in the Maryland Court
of Special Appeals. In the fall semester, the
students visit their clients in prison. When
FAC students Derek Hammond (J.D. ’12)
and Caleb Dulis (J.D. ’12) met their client,
they learned that they were the first visitors
he had received during his incarceration.
Dulis reported that “simply by making the
effort to come and see him, we established a
level of trust that has continued throughout
and greatly facilitated our representation of

him. We lifted his spirits in a very dark time
in his life through a simple act of courtesy
and respect.”
In February 2012, FAC student-attorney
Bridget Geragty (J.D. ’12) won an appeal
from a client’s conviction for resisting arrest
because the statement of facts that the trial
judge had relied upon in finding guilt had
failed to show that the arrest had been lawful. In addition, Dulis won his client’s case
when the Court of Special Appeals found
that the trial court had erroneously admitted
prejudicial hearsay evidence. The state has
filed a petition for certiorari in the case with
the Maryland Court of Appeals. Dulis wrote
the opposition to the state’s petition.

FAC student-attorneys David Mueller
(J.D. ’12), Dalia Abu-Eid (J.D. ’12), Alexis
Cohen (J.D. ’12), and Dan Bumpus (J.D. ’12)
conducted oral arguments in the Court of
Special Appeals in cases involving issues
such as prosecutorial misconduct, erroneous
jury instructions, and the right to privacy in
sealed outgoing mail of a pretrial detainee.
Michele Blackwell (J.D. ’12), Ashley Askari
(J.D. ’12), Michael Morgan (J.D. ’12) and
Derek Hammond (J.D. ’12) also conducted
oral arguments on issues such as the violation of a defendant’s right to a speedy trial,
the violation of a defendant’s Miranda rights
when taking statements, the improper admission of hearsay statements contained in
a wire recording, and inadequate consideration of newly discovered evidence bearing on
actual innocence.
In March 2012, Professor Olesen argued
a pro bono post-conviction case before the
Maryland Court of Special Appeals. Last
year, the trial court reversed her client’s conviction based on evidence that the trial was
tainted by the presence of a biased juror. The
state appealed the judgment, arguing that the
defendant had waived her right to raise the
issue by failing to challenge the juror at trial.
At her argument in March, Professor Olesen
urged the court not to find waiver because
the record contained no evidence that the
defendant knew about the biased juror at the
time of trial.
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seeking visitation rights with his daughter.
At the close of evidence, their client was
able to visit with his daughter for the first
time in two years. Other students appeared
before the DC Child and Family Services
Administration, representing a client
wrongly accused of child abuse and neglect.
In two ongoing cases, students are working to obtain custody for their clients, one
the child’s mother and another the child’s
godmother who seeks third-party custody
under DC’s recently adopted statute regarding third-party custody.
Third-year students Natasha Pendleton,
Lauren Sharrock, Alissa Marque, Sarah

C linic P R O F I L E S
14
CLINICAL PERSPECTIVES

HEALTH RIGHTS
LAW CLINIC
In the Health Rights Law Clinic, directed by Professor Suzanne Jackson,
law students work as counselors in the
Health Insurance Counseling Project, a legal
services agency that helps seniors and people
with disabilities to resolve problems and
obtain necessary health care through public
health programs or private health insurance
plans. As Professor Jackson explains, “many
of the people we serve each year would not
get needed care or medicines without the

help of our clinic’s law students or would be
paying for medical costs they cannot afford
and should not be asked to pay.”
Students gain significant legal skills and
expertise by interviewing and counseling
the project’s clients and by intervening with
medical providers, hospitals, and government agencies to untangle complex problems
and identify effective solutions.
In the spring semester, Jessica Robinson
(J.D. ’13) persuaded a long–term care
insurance company to reinstate coverage
retroactively for a client suffering from
life-threatening cancer. She also appealed
this client’s involuntary discharge from
a nursing home upon orders signed by a
doctor who had never seen her. Recently,

Herbert Hill (J.D. ’13) intervened when an
ailing client’s home care mysteriously ended.
After many calls seeking answers, Hill
was able to arrange for the client’s services
to be reinstated.
In fall 2011, the Health Insurance
Counseling Project, co-directed by Professor
Jackson, was named the highest performing program of its kind in the country.
This honor was the result of the program’s
performance on 10 different measures
established by the Centers for Medicare and
Medicaid Services, which funds State Health
Insurance Assistance Programs in every
state and the District of Columbia.

IMMIGRATION
CLINIC
During the 2011-2012 academic year,
students in the Immigration Clinic,
taught in the fall semester by Interim
Director Rachel Petterson (J.D. ’10) and in
the spring semester by Professor Alberto
Benitez, represented dozens of clients. These
clients were seeking either a safe harbor in
the United States from threats in their home
countries or the cancellation of removal that
would allow them the opportunity to remain
lawfully in the United States.
In January 2012, Michael Hoffmann (J.D.
’12) received a grant of asylum for his client,
a Christian minister from Nepal who had
suffered threats, extortion demands, and an
attempted kidnapping by the Nepal Defense
Army, a militant Hindu group. Hoffmann
has now begun the application process to
bring his client’s wife and son to the United
States. Also in January, Hoffmann won asylum for a client from Ethiopia who had been
arrested, beaten, and imprisoned due to his
peaceful political activity.
Clinic student Jason Boyd (J.D. ’12) represented a client from El Salvador who fled
to the United States after suffering sexual
violence and threats from gang leaders in

Professor Alberto Benitez (center) reviewing student work in the Immigration Clinic.

her village. Due to Boyd’s thorough research
and preparation, the client was found to have
a credible fear of persecution. As a result of
this finding, U.S. authorities will not remove
the client to El Salvador but will permit her
to stay in the United States while she applies
for asylum.
In April, Diane C. Eikenberry (J.D. ’13)
won asylum for her client from Burundi who
because of his political affiliation had been
subject, along with this family, to an ongoing

campaign of intimidation and threats from
a high-ranking officer in the national police.
The client originally applied for asylum pro
se but after an asylum officer suspended his
initial interview in December 2011, for lack
of a proficient French interpreter, the client
sought representation from the Immigration
Clinic. Eikenberry was able to supplement
the client’s application and represent him in
his continued proceedings. In April 2012,
the client was granted political asylum.

Clinic students Beverley Mbu and Katerina Herodotou presenting the Clinic’s detention report at a DC law firm.

The International Human Rights
Clinic (IHRC) offers its students
the opportunity to engage in litigation,
advocacy, and research to promote the
recognition and protection of a broad range
of international human rights. In 2011-12,
while Professor Arturo Carrillo was on
sabbatical, the IHRC was taught by Visiting
Professor Annie Smith and Friedman Fellow
Shana Tabak.
This year, IHRC students worked on a
human trafficking case filed in federal court
on behalf of 18 guest workers. During the
fall semester, Tal Machnes (J.D. ’12) and
Ami Shah (J.D. ‘12) obtained a default entry
against one of the defendants and submitted Freedom of Information Act requests
to multiple government agencies. They also
worked intensively on discovery-related matters, carefully reviewing hundreds of pages
of documents and filing a motion to compel
discovery. During the spring semester,
Manal Tellawi (J.D. ’12), Blessing Omakwu
(J.D. ’12), Diana Olano (J.D. ’13), and Elliott
Daniels (J.D. ’13) continued to work intensively on the litigation.
In October 2011, the IHRC and eight
other human rights organizations sent a letter to Secretary of State Hilary Clinton and
the Obama administration urging them to
use U.S. influence to protect human rights
activists in Colombia from prosecutorial
abuse and baseless criminal charges. The letter highlighted the case of Principe Gabriel
González, who received a seven-year prison
sentence on unsubstantiated charges as a

means of impeding his human rights work.
In the letter, the human rights organizations ask the U.S. Embassy to monitor
González’s case and condition and urged the
U.S. Department of State to seek González’s
release. In addition, Professor Carrillo
and Alexandra Sánchez (J.D. ’11) met with
representatives of the Inter-American
Commission on Human Rights to request
that the commission give the González case
expedited review and that it adopt protective
measures on González’s behalf.
IHRC students participated this year
in the clinic’s new initiative promoting
human rights for lesbian, gay, bisexual,
and transgender (LGBT) persons. Students
researched and drafted reports advocating
for LGBT rights in Jamaica, Guatemala,
and Armenia. During the fall semester, Teo
Merlo (J.D. ’12) and Supraja Murali (J.D. ’12),
in partnership with a Jamaican organization,
contributed to a shadow report submitted to
the UN’s Human Rights Committee (HRC)
on the status of rights of LGBT persons in
Jamaica. The report included personal stories
of activists and LGBT people suffering mistreatment at the hands of Jamaican police.
In the HRC’s subsequent review of Jamaica,
the committee specifically referenced several
findings from the shadow report submitted
by the clinic.
During the spring semester, IHRC
students in conjunction with a Guatemalan
nongovernmental organization (NGO)
prepared a second shadow report for submission to the HRC. The students’ Guatemala

research documents the experiences of LGBT
persons who encounter discrimination
and violence due to their gender identity or
sexual orientation. In March 2012, spring
semester IHRC students Casey Arellano
(J.D. ’13) and Jacqueline Powers (J.D. ’13)
and fall semester IHRC students Teo Merlo
and Supraja Murali, accompanied by
Friedman Fellow Shana Tabak, traveled to
the UN for the HRC’s session on Guatemala,
contributing to the advocacy efforts of their
Guatemalan NGO partner. In its concluding observations, the HRC expressed its
concern for the status of LBGT human rights
in Guatemala and urged the state to ensure
the prosecution and punishment of any act
of discrimination or violence motivated by
sexual orientation.
In the fall semester, Matthew Warren
(J.D. ’12) and Katerina Herodotou (J.D.
’13), and in the spring semester, Carol
Wu (J.D.’13) and Beverley Mbu (J.D. ’13)
researched and drafted a report documenting protection gaps for sexual minorities in
immigration detention, giving students the
opportunity to conduct primary and secondary research on conditions in Greece, Kenya,
Lebanon, Mexico, Thailand, and the United
Kingdom. Students gathered information
from former detainees, service providers,
and advocacy organizations. The report calls
attention to the lack of documentation of
issues such as psychological trauma, physical
violence, and substandard living conditions
faced by LGBT detainees globally. Students
in the detention project also organized an
event in April in Washington, DC, to highlight the report’s findings.
IHRC students Katerina Herodotou,
Daniel Bassett (J.D. ’13), and Noah Gillespie
(J.D. ’13) conducted legal research and
drafted pleadings to assist plaintiffs’ counsel
in litigation against Chiquita for human
rights violations committed against banana
plantation workers, labor activists, and others in Colombia. In addition, IHRC students
Jessica Pulsifer (LL.M. ’12) and Vittorio
de’ Medici-Rodriguez (J.D. ’12) conducted
extensive legal and factual research for a
nonprofit organization involved in environmental and human rights issues regarding a
possible lawsuit against a company operating
in western Africa.
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LAW STUDENTS
IN COURT
Law Students in Court is a clinical
program for students from a consortium of DC law schools that provides free
legal assistance in civil and criminal cases.
In the criminal division, third-year GW Law
students Chanell Autrey, Justin deBettencourt, Kathryn Jaffe, Katie Kern, Kevin Lee,
Barmak Naraghi, Jared Rudolph, Danielle
Steinberg, John Stephenson, and Veronica
Surges secured dismissals or acquittals in
12 of 14 cases scheduled for trial in DC
Superior Court.
In the civil division, Catherine Risoleo
(J.D. ’12) and Keith Sleeth-DelPrete (J.D. ’12)

conducted a trial this fall in DC Superior
Court on behalf of two tenants attempting to
exercise their rights by invalidating a sale of
their apartment building in violation of the
Tenant Opportunity to Purchase Act. Kevin
O’Donnell (J.D. ’12) represented a tenant in a
challenge to the rent level set in his rent-controlled building, based on the landlord’s refusal to maintain the premises, and obtained
a favorable agreement for his client.
In the spring semester, Antonette
Jefferson (J.D. ’12) represented a disabled
elderly tenant in an action to force her
landlord to repair dangerous conditions in
her home, including a serious rat infestation,
a defective heating system that presented a
risk of explosion, and dangerously sagging
and rotted floors that made it difficult for
the mobility impaired tenant to walk in her
apartment. After preparing the case for trial,

Jefferson induced the landlord to make the
repairs. James Floyd (J.D. ’12) conducted a
bench trial, successfully defending a tenant
in a subsidized apartment who was wrongfully accused of violating house rules by
having guests.
In March, Javier Urbina (J.D. ’12) represented a tenant in a groundbreaking case
in which he sought to join the DC Housing
Authority as a defendant, to enable the
tenant to challenge her termination from a
subsidized housing program. In prior cases,
the landlord or Housing Authority had successfully avoided joining the termination
issues in Landlord-Tenant Court, forcing
tenants to file long and costly civil cases to
vindicate their rights. Urbina’s case was the
first to go to trial in Landlord-Tenant Court
on these issues, and numerous practitioners
in the field attended the trial.

NEIGHBORHOOD
LAW AND POLICY
The Neighborhood Law and Policy
Clinic (NLP) is off to a strong start.
Launched in the fall semester of 2011 by
Professor Jessica K. Steinberg and Friedman
Fellow Anne Smetak, the NLP Clinic seeks
to serve the civil legal needs of the indigent
population of Washington, DC, by representing individuals in hearings regarding
shelter termination, public benefits, housing
conditions, and early release from parole.
In the fall semester, Josh Parker (J.D. ’12)
represented a client in a shelter termination
case and successfully terminated the client’s eviction. Michael Smith (J.D. ’12) and
Melissa Higgins (J.D. ’12) also represented a
client in a shelter termination case, winning
the client’s transfer to a more conveniently
located shelter to enable her to comply with
a curfew condition. Caliandra Lanza-Weil
(J.D. ’12) and Jennifer Ginsberg (J.D. ’12)
were able to improve their clients’ housing
conditions by getting them access to their
apartment that the landlord had locked and
arranging for its water to be turned on.
In March 2012, Caliandra Lanza-Weil
and Melissa Higgins won early termination
of parole for their client in a hearing before

Friedman Fellow Anne Smetak (center) with NLP Clinic students Caliandra Lanza-Weil (left)
and Melissa Higgins (right).

an officer of the U.S. Parole Commission.
The students helped their client describe
the debilitating stroke he had suffered and
to demonstrate how hard he had worked
to comply with all parole conditions. Iris
Lowery (J.D. ’12) and Athena Hemphill (J.D.
’12) also represented a client seeking early
termination of parole. Jillian Davis (J.D. ’12)
represented a client seeking to prove that her
public benefits had been unfairly terminated.
Students in the NLP Clinic also worked
on policy advocacy in key subject areas
affecting their clients. In November, Iris
Lowery (J.D. ’12) testified before the DC
Council regarding the District’s Inclusionary

Zoning program, focusing on its original
intent to serve low- and moderate-income
households and explaining the ongoing need
for broad affordable housing programs in
the District.
Through their work in the NLP Clinic,
students immersed themselves in the DC
community and became legal advocates for
an oft-forgotten population. In a short time,
NLP students have redefined the meaning of
“winning” a case, as they have seen the substantial impact that their work has had on
clients’ lives. As one client stated, “Nobody
has ever taken this much time for me and
been so nice and caring to me.”

PUBLIC JUSTICE ADVOCACY CLINIC

Under the guidance of Professor
Jeffrey Gutman and Friedman Fellow
Nancy Craig, students in the Public Justice
Advocacy Clinic (PJAC) have achieved
remarkable results this year on behalf
of their clients.
In November 2011, PJAC and co-counsel
won the case of D.L. v. D.C., a 2005 class
action lawsuit on behalf of disabled preschool children and their parents, when
U.S. District Judge Royce C. Lamberth held
that the DC public schools had failed to
fulfill their statutory obligations to provide
the class with special education services.
Professor Gutman and his prior students
had investigated the failure of the DC
Public Schools to provide special education
services to preschool-aged children, crafted
a litigation strategy, and drafted and filed a
complaint on behalf of seven DC children
and their parents. After Judge Lamberth’s
ruling ordering injunctive relief, Dean Paul
Schiff Berman remarked, “This outcome is
a significant victory on behalf of some of
the most vulnerable individuals in our local
community, and Jeff and his students—now
our alumni—deserve high praise indeed.”
In April 2012, the DC Court of Appeals
(DCCA) decided Hamilton v. Hojeij Branded
Food. Former PJAC students Margaret
Pollard (J.D. ’11) and Andrew Tyler (J.D.
’11) had represented the client in her appeal
from a denial of unemployment compensa-

worked for a firm that had been owned and
operated by a person who is now incarcerated. Previous PJAC students Andy Blair
(J.D. ’11) and Lisa Strauss (J.D. ’11) had
initiated the case and sued the two individuals who took over the company, as well as the
company itself, on grounds that the workers
were not paid for work completed, were not
paid the minimum wage, and were not paid
overtime. During the trial, Funt and Mee
examined five witnesses, admitted more
than 20 documents, and delivered opening
and closing statements. The final judgment
was for $20,000, plus costs and attorney’s
fees, the maximum amount available to each
client under the statute. Professor Gutman
reports that the clients were “thrilled” with
the result.
In the fall, Lauren Watson and Mason
Heidt filed a wage and hour suit on behalf of
a dry cleaning employee who had not been
paid the overtime he was owed. Students
Mazal Menasche (J.D. ’12) and Joseph
Russell worked on discovery in the case
and took three depositions. In the spring
semester, student teams of Anna Cima and
Linda Djessebi (J.D.’ 13), Mazal Menasche
and Eric Distelburger, and Eric Funt and
Andrew Alberg each filed wage and hour
cases in Superior Court on behalf of clients
who were not lawfully paid for the work
they performed for their employers. In the
fall, Steven Spitzer and Elizabeth Vayo and
in the spring Olga Metelitsa and Samantha
Steinberg resolved wage and hour cases on
favorable terms for PJAC clients prior to
filing complaints.
This year, PJAC students Lauren Watson
and Olga Metelitsa participated in the filing of two federal Freedom of Information
Act suits. In the spring semester, Metelitsa
argued against the U.S. Attorney’s Office in a
motion in federal court concerning whether
a cabinet department or its subagency should
be the named party in one of the suits. PJAC
students Kevin Meehan (J.D. ’12) and Jessica
Newton represented a woman in federal
court after she was sued for nonpayment of
student loan debt.
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PJAC student-attorneys Jessica Newton (left) and
Andrew Alberg (right) with client.

tion. After an administrative law judge (ALJ)
ruled against the client, who had been terminated from work following transportation
difficulties and several family emergencies,
PJAC students McKayle Davison (J.D. ’12)
and Richard Hagner (J.D. ’12) drafted appellate briefs to the DCCA. The DCCA reversed
the ALJ’s ruling and directed that benefits be
granted to the client.
Throughout the year, PJAC students,
working in teams, represented numerous clients before the DC Office of Administrative
Hearings in their appeals from denials of
unemployment benefits by DC claims examiners. Third-year student teams of Lauren
Watson and McKayle Davison, Mason
Heidt and Steven Spitzer, Elizabeth Vayo
and Kathleen Mee, Eric Distelburger and
Kathleen Mee, Olga Metelitsa and Samantha
Steinberg, Anna Cima and Joseph Russell,
and Jessica Newton and Andrew Alberg each
persuaded ALJs to overturn the decisions of
the claims examiner and grant benefits to
their clients.
In February, after over a year of postjudgment work to locate and garnish assets
of a judgment debtor, the clinic ultimately
succeeded in collecting the totality of a prior
client’s judgment along with attorneys’ fees.
Prior PJAC students Adam Mingal (J.D.
’10) and Beth Yenis (J.D. ’10) had helped
the client file suit on the grounds that her
employer had paid her for only one week of
the three months that she had been employed. In September 2010, the DC Superior
Court granted judgment for the amount of
wages she was owed plus an equal amount of
liquidated damages. Following the judgment,
the judgment debtor refused to pay, and
PJAC students Halli Bayer (J.D. ’11), Beth
Wilson (J.D. ’11), and Christian Kesselring
(J.D. ’11) successfully filed motions to hold
the employer’s owner and representative in
contempt. After discovering that the employer had an existing contract in Virginia,
the clinic worked with Virginia co-counsel
to garnish the payments due to the judgment
debtor under the contract, enabling them
to provide the client, at long last, with the
$12,000 to which she was entitled.
This fall, Eric Funt (J.D. ’12) and Katie
Mee conducted a trial in DC Superior Court
on behalf of four cleaning workers who
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SMALL BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT CLINIC
The Small Business and Community
Economic Development (SBCED)
Clinic is celebrating its 35th year. Directed
for the last 23 years by Professor Susan
Jones, the clinic has provided more than
1,000 businesses, nonprofit organizations,
and artists with a range of legal services.
Among the clients served this academic year
are a new DC food cooperative (see story
on p. 1), one of the oldest African American
mosques in the United States focused on
community development, and the founders
of a college scholarship fund for historically
disadvantaged students.
During the spring semester, clinic
students, supervised by Friedman Fellow
Jacqueline Lainez, provided legal assistance
and counseling to a variety of nonprofit and
for-profit ventures. Leo Wong (J.D. ’12) represented the Eurasia Justice Institute (EJI), a
nonprofit that seeks to defend human rights
and democratic values in the Eurasia region.
Among other tasks, Wong drafted and filed
EJI’s articles of incorporation, drafted its bylaws and resolutions, advised on the duties
and liabilities of its directors and officers,
submitted documentation related to federal
and DC tax exemptions, and prepared key
organizational documents such as a conflict
of interest policy.
Several clinic students, including
Adetoun Olumide (J.D. ’12) and Kathrene
Perakis (J.D. ’12) represented the American
Museum of Peace (AMP). Dedicated to the
role of peace in society, AMP’s mission is to

Friedman Fellow Jacqueline Lainez (far right) with students in the SBCED Clinic.

present exhibits, activities, and programs to
increase awareness about the ideals, motives,
and actions of those Americans who have
sought peace throughout history and to
encourage visitors to consider how they too
can contribute to peace efforts. Although
AMP became a client late in the spring
semester, the students were able to provide
advice about the incorporation process, the
federal and DC tax exemption process, fiscal
sponsorship, and the duties and responsibilities of trustees and officers. They also drafted
articles of incorporation and proposed bylaws and resolutions.

As part of the clinic’s law and policy action research initiative, students undertake
significant innovative research and writing
that advances the work of clinic clients and
community partners. One such white paper,
“Perspectives on the Creative Economy,” underwritten in part by the Washington Area
Lawyers for the Arts, was recently published.
Another white paper written and researched
by SBCED Clinic students concentrates on
workforce development in Wards 7 and
8, two of the poorest areas of the District
of Columbia. The project will be published
this year.

Clinic Affinity Group
The next GW University Alumni Weekend is Thursday, September 27 through Saturday, September 29, 2012. In the late
afternoon of Thursday, September 27, the Jacob Burns Community Legal Clinics plan to host an event specifically for clinic
alumni. We hope to launch a clinic affinity group to reconnect clinic students of years past with the clinics today. Together,
we hope to build GW’s clinical future.
Save the date! More information will be available soon. We hope you’ll be able to join us and other clinical alumni
on campus this fall as we reminisce about clinical experiences and consider the formative role they played in our
professional lives.

Students in the Vaccine Injury Clinic
represent petitioners before the U.S.
Court of Federal Claims who are seeking
compensation for vaccine-related injuries
and deaths. Recognizing the public health
and safety benefits of mandatory vaccine
administration and the fact that some individuals experience serious adverse reactions
to vaccines, Congress created a no-fault
administrative program for litigating

Services, an en banc decision by the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit.
The relevant issue in the case is one of statutory interpretation. Specifically, the clinic
urged the court to grant certiorari to address
whether a statute of limitations provision of
the National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act
can be construed to run against a petitioner
before there is an objective basis for knowing
that a vaccine-related injury has occurred.
Having already won their client’s right to
compensation, two students, Nesta Johnson
(J.D. ’13) and Ben Wolf (J.D. ’13), traveled to
Tulsa, Oklahoma, in December to determine
the appropriate amount of compensation for
their client, a severely disabled 13-year-old

Professor Peter Meyers talks with Wendy Wasserman (J.D. ‘12) during a clinic class.

vaccine injury claims. Under this compensation scheme, awards were to be “made to
vaccine-injured persons quickly, easily,
and with certainty and generosity” (H.R.
Rep. No. 99-908, at 3). While this may
have been Congress’ goal, such awards have
become increasingly difficult to obtain.
In February 2012, clinic students
drafted and filed an amicus brief in the U.S.
Supreme Court urging the court to grant
certiorari in the case of Cloer v. Secretary
of the Department of Health and Human

girl. Accompanied by the client’s life-care
planner as well as the government’s life-care
planner, the students spent a “day in the life”
of this young girl to see firsthand how she
lives with her disability and what she might
need to ease her circumstances. Taking
into account her needs and costs over the
course of a lifetime, including future medical expenses and possible house modification requirements, a life care plan has been
prepared. Upon returning from Tulsa,
Johnson observed, “It was very gratifying

to meet our client and her family in person.
They welcomed us into their home and were
grateful to us and to everyone at the clinic
for our work on their behalf. We are so glad
to be able to help.”
Justin Crotty (J.D. ’12) and Wendy
Wasserman (J.D. ’12) engaged in settlement
negotiations with attorneys from the U.S.
Department of Justice on behalf of their client, a mother of an infant who tragically died
soon after receiving a vaccine. Although the
students know that their client can never be
truly compensated for her loss, they found
it rewarding to seek compensation on her
behalf and shared in her joy when recently
she welcomed another baby.
In April, Sharlene Morris (J.D. ’13) and
Bebe Lashkari (J.D. ’13) completed the
extensive work entailed in filing their client’s
medical record, collecting voluminous
exhibits regarding the client’s treatment
from numerous providers. They also have
begun representation of a woman who was
diagnosed with Guillain-Barre Syndrome
after receiving a vaccination, and they are
currently involved in settlement negotiations
with the government’s attorneys. Along
with other students in the Clinic, they
benefited from the expertise of Dr. Carlo
Tornatore, a renowned medical researcher,
who visited the clinic class to help students
understand the science behind vaccines.
A.J. Kornblith (J.D. ’13) and Coryn
Rosenstock (J.D. ’13) represented a young
woman whose case the Special Master
recommended for settlement. The studentattorneys compiled medical records and
expenses, researched and drafted settlement
documents, and negotiated with the government. They spoke frequently with their client
and guided her through the process, bringing the case close to final resolution as the
semester ended. As Rosenstock reported,
“It is exciting to move towards closure in
a case, and it is invaluable to learn how to
effectively negotiate to achieve client goals.”
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Alumni Profile: Sergey Basyuk (J.D. ’10)

Alums Sergey Basyuk (left) and Brendan Klaproth

Sergey Basyuk, an alumnus of the
Immigration Clinic, knew that he
would get a high quality legal education
when he came to GW Law. When he started
his legal career, he realized that his GW Law
clinic experience had already given him the
skills and confidence to open—with fellow
GW Law alumnus Brendan J. Klaproth (J.D.
’10)—his own law practice.
In 2010, Basyuk, a native of Russia who
grew up in New Jersey, graduated into a
difficult employment market. After Basyuk
and Klaproth finished the bar exam,
they brainstormed about next steps. They
considered opening a law practice together
but decided that they would explore other
opportunities first. Basyuk accepted an
unpaid legal internship with the Office
of the Attorney General in the District
of Columbia, but he soon realized that
he longed to do immigration law. After a
subsequent meeting with Klaproth, the law
office of Basyuk and Klaproth, LLP was
born. Opened in February 2011, the practice
focuses on both immigration law and the
transactional and litigation needs of small
to mid-sized businesses.
Basyuk explained that he was able to
turn his law office from an idea into a reality

because “GW is a great network,” and he
relies on his mentors in that network for advice about issues involved in both immigration cases and running a law office. When
he started his own immigration practice,
Basyuk informed his GW Law friends and
Professor Alberto Benitez, his professor
in the Immigration Clinic. He also began
participating in the American Immigration
Lawyers Association. He said all of these
conversations led to client referrals.
To keep overhead costs low, Basyuk and
Klaproth perform all administrative tasks
that a paralegal in a large firm might do.
They also rely on the benefits of a “virtual
office” that provides them a permanent
professional address for mailings and an
office space downtown on an as-needed
basis. Basyuk says that he and Klaproth attend conferences, DC Bar events, and social
gatherings. He views talking with people
informally at these events as an effective
form of marketing. Networking, he says, is
simply “being sociable.” Basyuk insists that
it is “essential to talk to all people, experienced or inexperienced” because all have
some knowledge to impart.
Basyuk states that he wishes he had
done more networking as a law student. He

advises law students to talk to people, give
them business cards, and then follow up
with them whether by email or meeting for
coffee. He says that if you show you are interested in people, they will become interested
in you and they may think of you for a job
or a case.
He reports that while his GW Law
classroom courses prepared him to “ask
the right questions” and to spot issues, his
clinic training gave him the confidence and
the ability to use his knowledge to represent
clients. Basyuk describes the Immigration
Clinic as “giv[ing] you what you need to
solve a client’s problem.” Recently, he used
those skills to obtain a green card for a
Mexican client who had lived in the United
States without lawful status for the past
10 years. Basyuk believes that despite a
skeptical immigration officer, he was able
to achieve this victory for his client because
he followed the practice he learned in the
Immigration Clinic of filing a thorough
application with extensive supporting
documents.
Regardless of whether his law practice
thrived, Basyuk thought that trying it would
be a valuable experience, raising his comfort
level with representing clients and making
him more marketable if he returned to the
legal market. Yet a little over a year after he
started, he now expects to remain in his own
practice for the long haul. He says the longer
he does it, the more confidence he gains.
Most of all, he says, he likes “being able to do
more for clients.”
Although initially some of his friends
and family were uncertain of his career
choice, Basyuk says that most of them
have been persuaded that he made the
right choice, and they are happy that he is
succeeding. He encourages those who are
considering opening a practice to do so early
in their careers, when they have more energy
and fewer obligations. He invites GW
Law students to reach out to him if they
want to talk with him further about these
experiences.

KUDOS

Professor Arturo Carrillo taught
a class on freedom of expression to
the Human Rights Clinic at Universidad de
Valencia in Valencia, Spain, in December
2011 and to the Human Rights Clinic of El
Rosario Law School in Bogota, Colombia.
Each clinic submitted an amicus brief to the
Inter-American Court in the International
Human Rights Clinic’s case on behalf of
Richard Vélez.
In Bogota, Colombia, Professor Carrillo
led an interdisciplinary workshop of faculty
from the El Rosario Law School and School
of Journalism, presenting a proposal for
collaboration on issues of Internet freedom,
human rights, and democracy. As an initial
collaborative project, he helped to organize
an international symposium on “Internet
and Citizenship” in Bogota in May 2012.
In September 2011, Professor Carrillo
and Professor Dawn Nunziato participated in a Regional Workshop on Freedom
of Expression and the Internet in Latin
America organized by the Center for
Freedom of Expression Studies of the
University of Palermo in Buenos Aires,
Argentina. With Professor Nunziato,
Professor Carrillo is the co-coordinator
of the 2011-12 Global Internet Freedom
and Human Rights Distinguished Speaker
Series, co-sponsored by Microsoft and the
Law School.

Professor Arturo Carrillo with students at Universidad
de Valencia in Valencia, Spain.

Dean Phyllis Goldfarb served as a
planning committee member and a
small group facilitator for the Clinical Law
Review Writers’ Workshop held at NYU Law
School in September 2011. In March 2012,
Dean Goldfarb arranged the re-editing and
updating of A Clinic Runs Through It, the
2007 film about the Jacob Burns Community
Legal Clinics that she scripted and directed,
adding footage depicting new programs and
faculty that have come to GW Law in the five
years since the original film premiered.

to Clean the World. In the final competitive
standings, the Vaccine Injury Clinic took
first place honors, submitting 102 bars of
soap and $166 of the clinic’s donation.

In June 2011, Professor Jeffrey
Gutman was elected Treasurer of the
DC Bar. In June 2012, he also was elected to
the Board of Governors of the DC Bar.

Caliandra Lanza-Weil

Professor Jeffrey Gutman

As a member of the Family Court
Training Committee, Professor
Laurie Kohn planned DC’s 2011 Family
Court Conference, serving as moderator of
a plenary panel and a concurrent session.
This spring, Caliandra Lanza-Weil,
Student Director of the Jacob Burns
Community Legal Clinics, with the help
of the clinics’ Student Advisory Council,
organized a competition to donate soap for
the benefit of Clean the World, a foundation
committed to preventing millions of deaths
around the world caused by hygiene-related
illnesses. Collectively, the Clinics donated
approximately 400 bars of soap and $400

In March 2012, in the case of Brooks v.
United States, the District of Columbia
Court of Appeals (DCCA) reversed appellant’s murder conviction, holding that
a government witness whose prior testimony had been admitted at trial had not
been “unavailable” within the meaning
of the Confrontation Clause of the Sixth
Amendment. The appellant was represented
by Professor Peter Meyers, who had briefed
and argued the case to the DCCA in 2009.
Professor Emerita Joan Strand organized an experiential component of
Professor Todd Peterson’s Civil Procedure
class, enabling these 1L students to participate in the work of the DC Superior Court’s
Self-Help Center, which provides assistance
to pro se civil litigants.
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At the Jacob Burns Community Legal
Clinics, we engage students in learning,
through experiences, what the law is, what
the law does, and what lawyers can do with
law. Clinic students encounter law not just
as a set of doctrinal principles but as a set of
dynamic processes. Skills such as communication, collaboration, strategic planning,
problem solving, fact development, decision
making, self-reflection, and systemic evaluation are likely to have enduring value, even if
they are used in somewhat different contexts
in the legal profession of the future.
In our clinics, we try to be as specific
as possible with students about our goals
to teach transferable skills and to promote
personal and professional insights. In April
2012, as his semester in the International
Human Rights Clinic was drawing to
a close, a student creatively reflected back
to us—through haiku—his sense that
the clinic class had succeeded in this
important mission:
Concluding a class
Semester long reflection
Ending but lasting
Why does clinical education last long
after it ends? The durability of clinical learning lies in the vividness of clinical teaching
methods, which are both contextualized
and individualized.
No doubt such methods of instruction are
costly. The level of responsibility for others’
lives that student-lawyers shoulder limits the
number of students that any clinical faculty
member can teach at any one time. Yet

these methods are vital to a student’s legal
education and to our society’s well-being.
Difficult economic times are generating
higher levels than ever of unmet legal need.
Clinic students learn how to respond to that
need and—because clinical learning lasts
after it ends—they become a promising
group from which to draw the public service
lawyers of the future.
The sharp challenge of the moment is that
the same economic conditions that make
clinical education increasingly burdensome
for law schools to fund also make clinical
education increasingly necessary for
law schools to offer. As you can see in these
pages, our clinics are doing all that we can
to rise to the challenge of the times.
The Jacob Burns Community Legal
Clinics are assisting a visionary GW undergraduate in establishing an enterprise that
will benefit the local community (see story
on p. 1). We are influencing the development of constitutional criminal procedure
to improve the quality of justice (see story
on p. 4). We are bringing in interdisciplinary
experts and legal dignitaries to educate our
students about serving clients and the profession (see stories on pp. 2 and 8). We are
sending alumni into the world who carry on
our important mission (see story on p. 20),
and we are sending new clinical teachers to
other parts of the country to further extend
our educational reach (see story on p. 3). We
hope you enjoy reading about our clinical
program’s many accomplishments this year.
In 2012-13, the clinics will be celebrating
the 40 years since their founding. We expect
that celebration to occur in our new clinic
offices, which are currently in the process of

renovation at 2000 G Street, NW (see story
on p. 6). We are waiting out this refurbishing project in our temporary quarters at
1919 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, but we
look forward to the moment when we can
inhabit our redesigned space. When that
moment occurs, we hope that many of you
will come to visit us in our sparkling new
home and ride with us on our long-awaited
new elevators. In the meantime, we hope
our alumni will join our new clinical affinity
group, which is having its first gathering this
September (see announcement on p. 18)
during Alumni Weekend. Help us demonstrate once again the truth of our studentpoet’s insight that although a clinical
experience ends in one sense, in many
other deeply important senses, it lasts.

Dean Phyllis Goldfarb

Friedman Fellow Anne Smetak (far left) and Professors Jessica Steinberg (center)
and Suzanne Jackson (far right) speak with prospective students at the annual
Clinics Open House in March.

For more information about upcoming events, visit
our web page at www.law.gwu.edu/clinics.
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Student-attorney Michael Hoffmann with client.

Professor Benitez and an Immigration Clinic class.

Professor Jeffrey Gutman (left) and students Mazal
Menasche (center) and Joseph Russell (right)
at a deposition of an opposing party.
Clinic students Michele Blackwell and Derek Hammond at work in the Clinics’ common area.

Professor Laurie Kohn (left) with students Shannon
Pitsch (center) and Katherine Demedis (right) from the
Family Justice Litigation Clinic.

Clinics students Caleb Dulis (left) and Dan Bumpus (right) share their experiences at the Clinics annual open house.

